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NOTIFICATION OF REASONS FOR REJECTION 



Patent Application No.: 195726/98 
Examiner's Notice Date: June 14, 1999 
Examiner: K. Ejima 

This application is rejected on the grounds stated below. Any opinion about 
the rejection must be filed within 60 days of the mailing date hereof. 



The invention recited in the following claims is unpatentable under 
Section 29 (2) of the Patent Law, as being such that the invention 
could easily have been accomplished by a person having ordinary 
knowledge in the technical field to which such an invention belongs, 
on the basis of the invention described in the following publications 
distributed in Japan or a foreign country prior to this application. 



Re claim 1 
References 1 to 3 
(Note) 

Each reference discloses that the user designates a necessary band and 
the data rate and quality can be adaptively controlled on the transmission side 
based on the designation. 

Re claim 2 

References 1 to 3 

(Note) 

Note the function of the stream shaping section of Reference 1. Further, 
it was known to provide a home server for receiving digital broadcast with a 
function for receiving, transmitting and storing broadcasts as a batch (see Nikkei 
Electronics, No. 718, pp. 145-152 and Nikkei Electronics, No. 700, pp. 127-140). 
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Re claims 3 to 7 and 1 0 
References 1 to 3 
(Note) 

It was well known that the home server has a function for selecting and 
storing stream information (see Nikkei Electronics, No. 718, pp. 145-152 
(particularly, FIG. 7 on page 149) and Nikkei Electronics, No. 700, pp. 127-140 
(particularly, pp. 132-137)). 

Re claims 8, 9 and 1 1 

References 1 to 3 

(Note) 

References 1 and 2 disclose a process of limiting a band in accordance 
with the priority assigned to data. 
Re claim 12 
References 1 to 3 
(Note) 

It would have been obvious to separately record a program at times 
when desired. 

Re claim 1 3 
References 1 to 3 
(Note) 

Since it is commonly used means to display the property of data with a 
flag (for example, indicating that the data can be discarded), it is easy to 
associate the on/off state of the flag with transmission if necessary. 

Re claim 14 

References 1 to 3 

(Note) 
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It was well known to play back a program during a recording process 
(see Nikkei Electronics, No. 700, pp. 1 38-1 39). 
Re claim 15 
References 1 to 3 
(Note) 

It would have been obvious to eliminate duplication of recording if 
necessary. . 
Re claim 17 
(Note) 

An MPEG 2 stream is multiplexed. Since digital broadcast is 
transmitted to a terminal by multiplexed MPEG 2, it is not particularly difHcult to 
transmit "multiplexed stream information" to a terminal device. 

References cited 

1. 1997 General Meeting of lEICE B-7-249, Koji Taniguchi, et al., "HD 
Multimedia Distribution System" 

2. Jpn. Pat. Appin, KOKAI Publication No. 10-164533 
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(The claim not mentioned in this Official Action is not rejected. If a new 
reason for rejection is noticed, a further Official Action will be issued.) 
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